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1 DETAILED ACTION 

2 

3 This communication is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination (hereinafter 

4 "the Response") filed April 26, 2010. Claims 27, 3 1 , 34-37, 30-41 , 45, and 54-56 were amended. 

5 Claims 28-30, 32, 33, 42-44, 46, 47, 53, 57, and 58 were cancelled. Claims 27, 31, 34-41, 45, 54- 

6 56, and 59-70 are pending. 

7 

8 Response to Arguments 

9 Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejections under 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph 

10 and corresponding objections to the specification have been fully considered. The arguments are 

1 1 largely moot, as they correspond to deleted language or cancelled claims; however, the Examiner 

12 will address the arguments to the extent that they still apply to the present claims. In addition, 

13 Applicant's amendments have raised new issues with respect to this section, which are explained 

14 in the rejection below. 

15 Applicant argues in substance (see p. 16 of the Response) that descriptive support for the 

16 limitation "the mobile terminal automatically downloads the edible item list to format a shopping 

17 list independently of human interaction" may be found at paragraphs [0010], [0049], and [0054] 

18 of the instant specification (as published). 1 The Examiner disagrees. Paragraph [0010] is simply 

19 a broad overview of some aspects of the invention, and mentions nothing of shopping lists, 

20 edible items, appliances, or refrigerators. Paragraph [0049] discusses biometric authentication to 

21 a secure building; biometric authentication has nothing to do whatsoever with downloading a 
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1 shopping list from a refrigerator or any other appliance. Paragraph [0054] at least mentions 

2 downloading an item list from a refrigerator, but does not disclose that the downloading occurs 

3 independently of human interaction or via a CGI, as claimed. 

4 Applicant additionally asserts (see pp. 16-17 of the Response) that the mere mention of 

5 Bluetooth as the communication protocol is sufficient to provide support for the download and 

6 formatting occurring independently of human interaction. The Examiner disagrees. Bluetooth 

7 frequently requires human interaction to establish a connection. For example, users must often 

8 select proximate devices from a list or provide passkeys to "pair" two devices. Even once the 

9 devices are paired, it is not an inherent feature of Bluetooth that downloads occur independently 

10 of human interaction. For example, users may have to initiate a request for the file. Therefore, 

1 1 the specification does not inherently disclose that the communication, much less the actual 

12 downloading of the list, occurs independently of human interaction. Furthermore, the 

13 specification does not explicitly or implicitly indicate that this is the case. Accordingly, 

14 Applicant's arguments cannot be held as persuasive. 
15 

16 Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejections under 35 USC 1 12, second 

17 paragraph have been fully considered and are persuasive in light of the amendments. 

18 Accordingly, the rejections are withdrawn. 
19 



1 It should be noted that this limitation no longer appears verbatim in the present claims; however, similar limitations 
are recited in claims 54, 56, 63, and 69. The examiner will construe this argument as pertaining to the presently 
recited limitations. 
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1 Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejections under 35 USC 103(a) have been 

2 fully considered and are persuasive in light of the amendments. Accordingly, the rejections are 

3 withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, new grounds of rejection are made. 
4 

5 Specification 

6 The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 

7 claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Specifically, the 

8 specification lacks antecedent basis for the following limitations: 

9 • "make security credentials of a user of the mobile terminal accessible for a 

10 targeted one of the wirelessly connected proximate devices via a common 

1 1 gateway interface of the mobile server" as recited in claims 27, 34, and 4 1 ; 

12 • "wherein the apparatus is further caused to: transfer a uniform resource locator or 

13 internet protocol address of the mobile terminal to the targeted device for making 

14 the security credentials accessible via a browser" as recited in claims 35, 59, and 

15 65; 

16 • "the security challenge being in HTTP and embedded with a pathname of the 

17 common gateway interface" as recited in claims 36, 60, and 66; 

1 8 • "take a live image of the user of the mobile terminal as the security credentials" as 

19 recited in claims 37, 61, and 67; 

20 • "perform a protocol translation between the targeted device and the common 

2 1 gateway interface, and wherein the translation occurs between a short range 
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1 communication protocol and a wireless access protocol" as recited in claims 39, 

2 40, 62, and 68; 

3 • "automatically download the item list and format a shopping list via the common 

4 gateway interface independently of human interaction" as recited in claims 54, 56, 

5 63, and 69. 

6 Correction of the above is required. 

7 

8 Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

9 The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

1 0 The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 

1 1 and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 

12 pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 

1 3 contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

14 

15 Claims 27, 31, 34-41, 45, 54-56, and 59-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first 



16 paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 

17 subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 

1 8 convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 

19 had possession of the claimed invention. 
20 

21 Claims 27, 34, and 41 recite the limitation "make security credentials of a user of the 

22 mobile terminal accessible for a targeted one of the wirelessly connected proximate devices via a 

23 common gateway interface of the mobile server" (or a similar limitation). Of the sections of the 

24 specification identified by the Applicant as providing support for the amendments, the most 

25 relevant portion appears to be at paragraphs [0049]-[0053] of the application as published. 
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1 Notably, neither these paragraphs, nor any other section of the specification, indicate that the 

2 user's security credentials are accessed via a CGI. Moreover, the specification indicates that data 

3 local to the mobile terminal (such as the stored biometric authentication data) are not accessed 

4 via the CGI. Paragraph [0078] states "if the information requested is locally accessible... then the 

5 information is accessed from server directory 708." As can be seen in Fig. 7, access to server 

6 directory 708 is not made through the CGI. 
7 

8 Claims 35, 59, and 65 recite "making the security credentials accessible via a browser." 

9 Of the sections of the specification identified by the Applicant as providing support for the 

10 amendments, the most relevant portion appears to be at paragraph [0053] of the application as 

1 1 published. This section describes that the credentials may be retrieved via HTTP, but this does 

12 mean that they are "accessible via a browser." 

13 Additionally, claims 59 and 65 require that the mobile device transfers the address to the 

14 targeted device. Notably, neither this paragraph, nor any other section of the specification, 

15 indicates that the mobile terminal transfers the address. In fact, it is disclosed that the user enters 

16 a PIN corresponding to the address into a keypad of the security access control point, which then 

17 obtains the address from database 310. Database 3 10 is clearly not part of the mobile terminal 

18 (see Fig. 3). 
19 

20 Claims 36, 60, and 66 require that the security challenge is "embedded with a pathname 

21 of the common gateway interface." Again, nowhere does the specification indicate that the 
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1 security challenge passes through the CGI at all, much less by way of a security challenge 

2 embedded with a pathname. 
3 

4 Claims 37, 61, and 67 require taking a "live image. . .as the security credentials." Of the 

5 sections of the specification identified by the Applicant as providing support for the 

6 amendments, the most relevant portion appears to be at paragraph [0053] of the application as 

7 published. Notably, neither this paragraph, nor any other section of the specification, indicates 

8 that the credentials are a live image. Instead, the credentials are a saved image (i.e., not live). 
9 

10 Claims 39-40, 62, and 68 require that the device perform a protocol translation "between 

1 1 the targeted device" and the CGI, and that the translation is between "a short range 

12 communication protocol and a wireless access protocol." However, nowhere does the 

13 specification indicate that the device performs a protocol translation between "the targeted 

14 device" (i.e., the one which receives security credentials) and a CGI, much less where that 

15 translation is between "a short range communication protocol and a wireless access protocol." 
16 

17 Claims 54, 56, 63, and 69 recite the limitation "automatically download the item list and 

18 format a shopping list via the common gateway interface independently of human interaction" 

19 (or a similar limitation). Of the sections of the specification identified by the Applicant as 

20 providing support for the amendments, the most relevant portion appears to be at paragraph 

21 [0054] of the application as published. Notably, however, nowhere does the specification 

22 indicate that the download is performed "via" a CGI or "independently of human interaction." 
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1 

2 Any claim not specifically addressed above is rejected for at least incorporating the 

3 deficiencies of a parent claim. 
4 

5 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

7 obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

8 (a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 

9 section 102 of this title, if the differences betw een the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

1 0 such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 

1 1 having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 

1 2 manner in which the invention was made. 

13 

14 Claims 27, 34, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

15 over Nielsen (US Pub. No. 2002/0180582) in view of White (US Patent No. 6,049,877), and 

16 further in view of Hase (US Pub. No. 2002/0183078). 

17 

18 Regarding claim 27, Nielsen shows an apparatus comprising: 

19 • at least one processor (inherently disclosed as a necessary component of a mobile 

20 phone or handheld computer which functions as an electronic key device: see 

21 [0119]); and 

22 • at least one memory including computer program code (inherently disclosed as a 

23 necessary component of a mobile phone or handheld computer which functions as 

24 an electronic key device: see [01 19]), 

25 • the at least one memory and the computer program code configured to, with the at 

26 least one processor, cause the apparatus to perform at least the following, 
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1 o wirelessly connect to one or more proximate external devices (lock control 

2 unit 621, which is connected via Bluetooth: see Fig. 2b and [0167]- 

3 [0168]), the apparatus functioning as a mobile server (comprising a device 

4 which transfers an access code upon being contacted by the lock control 

5 unit: see steps 677 and 688 in Fig. 6c and [0168]); and 

6 o make security credentials of a user of the mobile terminal accessible for a 

7 targeted one of the wirelessly connected proximate devices for verifying 

8 user security access (comprising providing an access code which permits 

9 access to a locked area: see [0113] and [0167]-[0168]), 

10 • wherein the apparatus is a mobile terminal (comprising a mobile phone or 

1 1 handheld computer: see [0 1 1 9]). 

12 Nielsen does not explicitly show that the interface is a common gateway interface. White 



13 shows making security credentials available via a common gateway interface (see col. 7, lines 

14 19-25 and col. 7, line 60 to col. 8, line 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 

15 the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of Nielsen to use a CGI as taught by 

16 White in order to improve security, as CGI applications can be stored within a secure directory 

17 tree to which access may be limited (see White, col. 1, lines 50-53). 

18 Nielsen in view of White does not explicitly show that the access is verified 

19 independently of human interaction with the apparatus. Hase shows verifying security access 

20 independently of human interaction (see [0039]-[0042]). It would have been obvious to one of 

21 ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of Nelson in view of 
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1 White with the automatic access verification of Hase in order to make gaining access to secure 

2 areas more convenient for users. 



3 

4 Regarding claim 34, Nielsen shows a method comprising: 

5 • causing, at least in part, wirelessly connecting between a mobile terminal (an 

6 electronic key device: see [01 19]) and one or more proximate external devices 

7 (lock control unit 621, which is connected via Bluetooth: see Fig. 2b and [0167]- 

8 [0168]) that are external to the mobile terminal functioning as a mobile server 

9 (comprising a device which transfers an access code upon being contacted by the 

10 lock control unit: see steps 677 and 688 in Fig. 6c and [0168]); and 

1 1 • making security credentials of a user of the mobile terminal accessible for a 

12 targeted one of the wirelessly connected proximate devices for verifying user 

13 security access (comprising providing an access code which permits access to a 

14 locked area: see [0113] and [0167]-[0168]). 

15 Nielsen does not explicitly show that the interface is a common gateway interface. White 



16 shows making security credentials available via a common gateway interface (see col. 7, lines 

17 19-25 and col. 7, line 60 to col. 8, line 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 

1 8 the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of Nielsen to use a CGI as taught by 

19 White in order to improve security, as CGI applications can be stored within a secure directory 

20 tree to which access may be limited (see White, col. 1, lines 50-53). 

2 1 Nielsen in view of White does not explicitly show that the access is verified 

22 independently of human interaction with the apparatus. Hase shows verifying security access 
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1 independently of human interaction (see [0039]-[0042]). It would have been obvious to one of 

2 ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of Nelson in view of 

3 White with the automatic access verification of Hase in order to make gaining access to secure 

4 areas more convenient for users. 
5 

6 Regarding claim 41, Nielsen shows a computer-readable storage medium carrying one or 

7 more sequences of one or more instructions (inherently disclosed as a necessary component of a 

8 mobile phone or handheld computer which functions as an electronic key device: see [0119]) 

9 which, when executed by one or more processors, cause an apparatus to perform the following 
10 steps: 



1 1 • wirelessly connecting to one or more proximate external devices (lock control 

12 unit 621, which is connected via Bluetooth: see Fig. 2b and [0167]-[0168]), the 

13 apparatus functioning as a mobile server (comprising a device which transfers an 

14 access code upon being contacted by the lock control unit: see steps 677 and 688 

15 in Fig. 6c and [0168]); and 

16 • making security credentials of a user of the mobile terminal accessible for a 

17 targeted one of the wirelessly connected proximate devices for verifying user 

1 8 security access (comprising providing an access code which permits access to a 

19 locked area: see [0113] and [0167]-[0168]), 

20 • wherein the apparatus is a mobile terminal (comprising a mobile phone or 

2 1 handheld computer: see [0 1 1 9]). 
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1 Nielsen does not explicitly show that the interface is a common gateway interface. White 

2 shows making security credentials available via a common gateway interface (see col. 7, lines 

3 19-25 and col. 7, line 60 to col. 8, line 5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 

4 the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of Nielsen to use a CGI as taught by 

5 White in order to improve security, as CGI applications can be stored within a secure directory 

6 tree to which access may be limited (see White, col. I, lines 50-53). 

7 Nielsen in view of White does not explicitly show that the access is verified 

8 independently of human interaction with the apparatus. Hase shows verifying security access 

9 independently of human interaction (see [0039]-[0042]). It would have been obvious to one of 

10 ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of Nelson in view of 

1 1 White with the automatic access verification of Hase in order to make gaining access to secure 

12 areas more convenient for users. 
13 

14 Claims 31, 38, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

15 over Nielsen (US Pub. No. 2002/0180582) in view of White (US Patent No. 6,049,877), and 

16 further in view of Hase (US Pub. No. 2002/0183078) and "Lesson 5: SOAP, UDDI and 

17 WSDL" (hereinafter "the Component X Studio Tutorial"). 

18 

1 9 Regarding claim 3 1 , the combination further shows responding via the common gateway 

20 interface based on an interpretation of the request parameter (see White, col. 8, lines 1-5), but 

21 does not show wherein the processor further causes the apparatus to: facilitate discovery of 
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1 services offered by the mobile server via a registry of services; determine a request parameter 

2 contained in the information request that facilitates correct response interpretation. 

3 The Component X Studio Tutorial shows facilitating discovery of services offered by a 

4 server via a registry of services (comprising making the services known via a UDDI registry: see 

5 section 5.3 on p. 3) and determining a request parameter contained in the information request 

6 that facilitates correct response interpretation (comprising examining a SOAP envelope in a 

7 SOAP request which is made according to a WSDL file: see discussion of SOAP at top of p. 2 

8 and discussion of WSDL at pages 3-5). 

9 It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 

10 to further modify the combination with the discovery facilitation and determining of request 

1 1 parameters taught by the Component X Studio Tutorial in order to provide for a standardized, 

12 developer- friendly way to communicate with the server. 
13 

14 Regarding claim 38, the combination further shows responding via the common gateway 

15 interface based on an interpretation of the request parameter (see White, col. 8, lines 1-5), but 

16 does not show wherein the processor further causes the apparatus to: facilitate discovery of 

17 services offered by the mobile server via a registry of services; determine a request parameter 

1 8 contained in the information request that facilitates correct response interpretation. 

19 The Component X Studio Tutorial shows facilitating discovery of services offered by a 

20 server via a registry of services (comprising making the services known via a UDDI registry: see 

21 section 5.3 on p. 3) and determining a request parameter contained in the information request 

22 that facilitates correct response interpretation (comprising examining a SOAP envelope in a 
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1 SOAP request which is made according to a WSDL file: see discussion of SOAP at top of p. 2 

2 and discussion of WSDL at pages 3-5). 

3 It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 

4 to further modify the combination with the discovery facilitation and determining of request 

5 parameters taught by the Component X Studio Tutorial in order to provide for a standardized, 

6 developer-friendly way to communicate with the server. 
7 

8 Regarding claim 45, the combination further shows responding via the common gateway 

9 interface based on an interpretation of the request parameter (see White, col. 8, lines 1-5), but 

10 does not show wherein the processor further causes the apparatus to: facilitate discovery of 

1 1 services offered by the mobile server via a registry of services; determine a request parameter 

12 contained in the information request that facilitates correct response interpretation. 

13 The Component X Studio Tutorial shows facilitating discovery of services offered by a 

14 server via a registry of services (comprising making the services known via a UDDI registry: see 

15 section 5.3 on p. 3) and determining a request parameter contained in the information request 

16 that facilitates correct response interpretation (comprising examining a SOAP envelope in a 

17 SOAP request which is made according to a WSDL file: see discussion of SOAP at top of p. 2 

18 and discussion of WSDL at pages 3-5). 

19 It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 

20 to further modify the combination with the discovery facilitation and determining of request 

21 parameters taught by the Component X Studio Tutorial in order to provide for a standardized, 

22 developer- friendly way to communicate with the server. 
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1 

2 Claims 35, 59, and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

3 over Nielsen (US Pub. No. 2002/0180582) in view of White (US Patent No. 6,049,877), and 

4 further in view of Hase (US Pub. No. 2002/0183078) and "Understanding Universal Plug 

5 and Play". 

6 



7 Regarding claim 35, the further shows making the security credentials accessible via a 

8 browser (see White, col. 8, lines 1-14), but does not explicitly show causing, at least in part, 

9 transferring an uniform resource locator or internet protocol address of the mobile terminal to the 

10 targeted device. 

1 1 Understanding Universal Plug and Play shows transferring a uniform resource locator or 



12 internet protocol address to a device (see discussion of "Description" and "Control" on p. 19). It 

13 would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 

14 the system of Nielsen in view of White and Hase with the address transfer taught by UPnP in 

15 order to reduce the amount of configuration that must be performed by users or administrators. 
16 



17 Regarding claim 59, the further shows making the security credentials accessible via a 

18 browser (see White, col. 8, lines 1-14), but does not explicitly show causing, at least in part, 

19 transferring an uniform resource locator or internet protocol address of the mobile terminal to the 

20 targeted device. 

2 1 Understanding Universal Plug and Play shows transferring a uniform resource locator or 

22 internet protocol address to a device (see discussion of "Description" and "Control" on p. 19). It 
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1 would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 

2 the system of Nielsen in view of White and Hase with the address transfer taught by UPnP in 

3 order to reduce the amount of configuration that must be performed by users or administrators. 
4 

5 Regarding claim 65, the further shows making the security credentials accessible via a 

6 browser (see White, col. 8, lines 1-14), but does not explicitly show causing, at least in part, 

7 transferring an uniform resource locator or internet protocol address of the mobile terminal to the 

8 targeted device. 

9 Understanding Universal Plug and Play shows transferring a uniform resource locator or 

10 internet protocol address to a device (see discussion of "Description" and "Control" on p. 19). It 

1 1 would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 

12 the system of Nielsen in view of White and Hase with the address transfer taught by UPnP in 

13 order to reduce the amount of configuration that must be performed by users or administrators. 
14 

15 Claims 36, 60, and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

16 over Nielsen (US Pub. No. 2002/0180582) in view of White (US Patent No. 6,049,877), and 

17 further in view of Hase (US Pub. No. 2002/0183078) and "Understanding Universal Plug 

1 8 and Play" and Urien (US Pub. No. 2002/0124092). 

19 

20 Regarding claim 36, the combination further shows wirelessly discovering the targeted 

21 device by the mobile terminal (see UPnP, p. 19 and Hase, [0039]-[0042]) and receiving at the 
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1 mobile terminal a security challenge from the targeted device (see Hase, [0039]-[0042]), the 

2 security challenge being in HTTP (see White, col. 1, lines 57-59). 

3 The combination does not explicitly show that the security challenge is embedded with a 

4 pathname of the CGI. Urien shows embedding requests with a pathname of a CGI (see [0153]- 

5 [0155]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 

6 to further modify the system to embed requests with a pathname of a CGI as taught by Urien in 

7 order to ensure that the server knows which functionality it should access in response to the 

8 request. 
9 

10 Regarding claim 60, the combination further shows wirelessly discovering the targeted 

1 1 device by the mobile terminal (see UPnP, p. 19 and Hase, [0039]-[0042]) and receiving at the 

12 mobile terminal a security challenge from the targeted device (see Hase, [0039]-[0042]), the 

13 security challenge being in HTTP (see White, col. 1, lines 57-59). 

14 The combination does not explicitly show that the security challenge is embedded with a 

15 pathname of the CGI. Urien shows embedding requests with a pathname of a CGI (see [0153]- 

16 [0155]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 

17 to further modify the system to embed requests with a pathname of a CGI as taught by Urien in 

1 8 order to ensure that the server knows which functionality it should access in response to the 

19 request. 
20 

21 Regarding claim 66, the combination further shows wirelessly discovering the targeted 

22 device by the mobile terminal (see UPnP, p. 19 and Hase, [0039]-[0042]) and receiving at the 
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1 mobile terminal a security challenge from the targeted device (see Hase, [0039]-[0042]), the 

2 security challenge being in HTTP (see White, col. 1, lines 57-59). 

3 The combination does not explicitly show that the security challenge is embedded with a 

4 pathname of the CGI. Urien shows embedding requests with a pathname of a CGI (see [0153]- 

5 [0155]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 

6 to further modify the system to embed requests with a pathname of a CGI as taught by Urien in 

7 order to ensure that the server knows which functionality it should access in response to the 

8 request. 
9 

10 Claims 37, 61, and 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

1 1 over Nielsen (US Pub. No. 2002/0180582) in view of White (US Patent No. 6,049,877), and 

12 further in view of Hase (US Pub. No. 2002/0183078) and Khan (US Pub. No. 2003/0115474). 

13 

14 Regarding claim 37, the combination does not explicitly show causing the taking of a live 

15 image of the user by the mobile terminal as the security credentials for verifying user security 

16 access based on facial features. 

17 Khan shows taking a live image as security credentials for verifying user security access 

18 based on facial features (see [0008] and [00029]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 

19 skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system with the biometric identification 

20 of Khan in order to provide for improved security. 
21 
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1 Regarding claim 61, the combination does not explicitly show causing the taking of a live 

2 image of the user by the mobile terminal as the security credentials for verifying user security 

3 access based on facial features. 

4 Khan shows taking a live image as security credentials for verifying user security access 



5 based on facial features (see [0008] and [00029]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 

6 skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system with the biometric identification 

7 of Khan in order to provide for improved security. 
8 



9 Regarding claim 67, the combination docs not explicitly show causing the taking of a live 

10 image of the user by the mobile terminal as the security credentials for verifying user security 

1 1 access based on facial features. 

12 Khan shows taking a live image as security credentials for verifying user security access 



13 based on facial features (see [0008] and [00029]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 

14 skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system with the biometric identification 

1 5 of Khan in order to provide for improved security. 
16 



17 Claims 39, 40, 62, and 68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

18 over Nielsen (US Pub. No. 2002/0180582) in view of White (US Patent No. 6,049,877), and 

19 further in view of Hase (US Pub. No. 2002/0183078) and Marchand (WO 0176154). 

20 

21 Regarding claim 39, the combination does not explicitly show performing a protocol 

22 translation between the targeted device and the common gateway interface. 
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1 Marchand shows performing a protocol translation (see p. 7, lines 8-25). It would have 

2 been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to further modify the 

3 combination with the protocol translation taught by Marchand in order to improve the variety of 

4 protocols with which the devices can communicate. 
5 



6 Regarding claim 40, the combination further shows wherein the translation occurs 

7 between a short range communication protocol and a wireless access protocol (see Marchand, p. 

8 7, lines 8-25). 
9 

10 Regarding claim 62, the combination does not explicitly show performing a protocol 

1 1 translation between the targeted device and the common gateway interface, and wherein the 

12 translation occurs between a short range communication protocol and a wireless access protocol. 

13 Marchand shows performing a protocol translation, wherein the translation occurs 



14 between a short range communication protocol and a wireless access protocol (see p. 7, lines 8- 

15 25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 

16 further modify the combination with the protocol translation taught by Marchand in order to 

17 improve the variety of protocols with which the devices can communicate. 
18 

19 Regarding claim 68, the combination does not explicitly show performing a protocol 

20 translation between the targeted device and the common gateway interface, and wherein the 

21 translation occurs between a short range communication protocol and a wireless access protocol. 
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1 Marchand shows performing a protocol translation, wherein the translation occurs 

2 between a short range communication protocol and a wireless access protocol (see p. 7, lines 8- 

3 25). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 

4 further modify the combination with the protocol translation taught by Marchand in order to 

5 improve the variety of protocols with which the devices can communicate. 
6 

7 Claims 54, 56, 63, and 69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

8 over Nielsen (US Pub. No. 2002/0180582) in view of White (US Patent No. 6,049,877), and 

9 further in view of Hase (US Pub. No. 2002/0183078) and Huang ("Pervasive Computing: 
10 What Is It Good For?"). 

1 1 

12 Regarding claim 54, the combination does not explicitly show wirelessly connecting 

13 between the mobile terminal and another targeted device being a home appliance maintaining a 

14 list of items, and automatically downloading the item list and formatting a shopping list via the 

1 5 common gateway interface independently of human interaction. 

16 Huang shows connecting between a mobile terminal and a targeted device begin a home 

17 appliance maintaining a list of items (comprising a refrigerator maintaining a shopping list), and 

18 automatically downloading the item list and formatting a shopping list independently of human 

19 interaction (comprising downloading the shopping list to a PDA: see sections 1 . 1 and 1 .2 on p. 

20 85). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 

2 1 further modify the combination with the automated home appliance taught by Huang in order to 

22 make grocery shopping more convenient for the user. 
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1 

2 Regarding claim 56, the combination further shows wherein the home appliance is a 

3 refrigerator that maintains a list of edible items (see Huang, sections 1 . 1 and 1 .2 on p. 85). 
4 

5 Regarding claim 63, the combination does not explicitly show wirelessly connecting 

6 between the mobile terminal and another targeted device being a home appliance maintaining a 

7 list of items, and automatically downloading the item list and formatting a shopping list via the 

8 common gateway interface independently of human interaction. 

9 Huang shows connecting between a mobile terminal and a targeted device begin a home 



10 appliance maintaining a list of items (comprising a refrigerator maintaining a shopping list), and 

1 1 automatically downloading the item list and formatting a shopping list independently of human 

12 interaction (comprising downloading the shopping list to a PDA: see sections 1 . 1 and 1 .2 on p. 

13 85). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 

14 further modify the combination with the automated home appliance taught by Huang in order to 

15 make grocery shopping more convenient for the user. 
16 



17 Regarding claim 69, the combination does not explicitly show wirelessly connecting 

1 8 between the mobile terminal and another targeted device being a home appliance maintaining a 

19 list of items, and automatically downloading the item list and formatting a shopping list via the 

20 common gateway interface independently of human interaction. 

21 Huang shows connecting between a mobile terminal and a targeted device begin a home 

22 appliance maintaining a list of items (comprising a refrigerator maintaining a shopping list), and 
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1 automatically downloading the item list and formatting a shopping list independently of human 

2 interaction (comprising downloading the shopping list to a PDA: see sections 1 . 1 and 1 .2 on p. 

3 85). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 

4 further modify the combination with the automated home appliance taught by Huang in order to 

5 make grocery shopping more convenient for the user. 
6 

7 

8 Claims 55, 64, and 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

9 over Nielsen (US Pub. No. 2002/0180582) in view of White (US Patent No. 6,049,877), and 

10 further in view of Hase (US Pub. No. 2002/0183078) and Carcerano (US Patent No. 

11 6,308,205). 

12 

13 Regarding claim 55, the combination does not explicitly show wirelessly connecting 

14 between the mobile terminal and another targeted one of the wirelessly connected proximate 

15 devices; causing, at least in part, receiving via the common gateway interface current 

16 configuration of the other targeted device; and causing, at least in part, transmitting via the 

17 common gateway interface updated configuration of the other targeted device. 

18 Carcerano shows wirelessly connecting between a terminal and a device (see col. 5, lines 

19 25-30); and receiving, via a common gateway interface current configuration of the other device 

20 (see col. 13, lines 5-16 and Figs. 5 and 7); and transmit via the common gateway interface 

21 updated configuration of the other targeted device (see col. 13, lines 5-16). It would have been 

22 obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to further modify the 
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1 combination to use the configuration management of Carcerano in order to allow users to 

2 remotely administer devices. 
3 

4 Regarding claim 64, the combination does not explicitly show wirelessly connecting 

5 between the mobile terminal and another targeted one of the wirelessly connected proximate 

6 devices; causing, at least in part, receiving via the common gateway interface current 

7 configuration of the other targeted device; and causing, at least in part, transmitting via the 

8 common gateway interface updated configuration of the other targeted device. 

9 Carcerano shows wirelessly connecting between a terminal and a device (see col. 5, lines 

10 25-30); and receiving, via a common gateway interface current configuration of the other device 

1 1 (see col. 13, lines 5-16 and Figs. 5 and 7); and transmit via the common gateway interface 

12 updated configuration of the other targeted device (see col. 13, lines 5-16). It would have been 

13 obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to further modify the 

14 combination to use the configuration management of Carcerano in order to allow users to 

1 5 remotely administer devices . 
16 

17 Regarding claim 70, the combination does not explicitly show wirelessly connecting 

1 8 between the mobile terminal and another targeted one of the wirelessly connected proximate 

19 devices; causing, at least in part, receiving via the common gateway interface current 

20 configuration of the other targeted device; and causing, at least in part, transmitting via the 

2 1 common gateway interface updated configuration of the other targeted device. 
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1 Carcerano shows wirelessly connecting between a terminal and a device (see col. 5, lines 

2 25-30); and receiving, via a common gateway interface current configuration of the other device 

3 (see col. 13, lines 5-16 and Figs. 5 and 7); and transmit via the common gateway interface 

4 updated configuration of the other targeted device (see col. 13, lines 5-16). It would have been 

5 obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to further modify the 

6 combination to use the configuration management of Carcerano in order to allow users to 

7 remotely administer devices. 
8 

9 



10 Conclusion 

1 1 The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

12 disclosure. 
13 

14 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

15 examiner should be directed to Christopher Biagini whose telephone number is (571) 272-9743. 

16 The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 8:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

17 If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

18 supervisor, Asad Nawaz can be reached on (571) 272-3988. The fax phone number for the 

19 organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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1 Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

2 Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

3 may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

4 applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

5 system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

6 system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

7 like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

8 information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
9 

10 

1 1 Christopher Biagini 

12 (571)272-9743 
13 

14 /Asad M Nawaz/ 

15 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2442 



